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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
Applicants respectfully request a five (5) month extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 
§1 .136(a) for responding to the Office Action mailed on October 4, 2000. Accordingly, the time 
for response is extended up to and including April 4, 2001. A payment form for the appropriate 
fee is attached. In the event of any variance between the amount enclosed and the fees required, 
please charge or credit the variance to the undersigned's Deposit Account No. 50-1640. The 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fee required to keep this application pending to 
Deposit Account No. 50-1640. 



RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 
Applicants respectfully submit the following response to the Office Action mailed 
October 4, 2000, the period for response having been extended up to and including April 2, 2001 . 
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The outstanding Office Action required that applicants elect one of the following 
allegedly patentahly distinct groups of claims for prosecution on the merits: 

Group Claims 

I 26-38 and 51 

II 39-50 

Applicants hereby elect Group I, claims 26-38 and 51, with traverse. 

This case was filed under 35 U.S.C. § 371. The unity of invention standard from the PCT 
rules must be applied. Here, a single general inventive concept exists, uniting all the claims. See 
Rule 13.1 PCT. For example, the expression system is recited throughout the claims. Applying 
the appropriate standard, no restriction is proper here. 

For the above reasons, applicants respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw the 
restriction requirement and proceed with an examination of all pending claims. 



CONCLUSION 

Applicants maintain that this application is in condition for allowance. If the Examiner 
believes that an interview with applicants' representative, either by telephone or in person, would 
further prosecution of this application, we w ould w elcome the opportunity for such an interview . 

Applicants have provided for a five-month extension above. No additional extension of 
time fees, requests for extension of time, petitions, or additional claim fees are believed to be 
necessary to enter and consider this paper. If, however, any extensions of time are required or 
any fees are due in order to enter or consider this paper or enter or consider any paper 
accompanying this paper, including fees for net addition of claims, applicants hereby request 
any extensions or petitions necessary and the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge our 
Deposit Account # 50-1640 for any fees. If there is any variance between the fee submitted and 
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any fee required, including the extension of time fee and fee for net addition of claims, the 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge or credit Deposit Account No. 50-1640. 



Brobeck, Phleger & Harrison LLP 
Intellectual Property Department 
1333 H Street, N.W. 
Suite 800 

Washington, DC 20005 
Tel: (202) 220-6000 
Fax: (202) 220-5200 



Respectfully submitted. 



BROBECK, PHLEGER & HARRISON LLP 





David J.Kutik 
Registration No. 36,576 
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